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The , I^fii ied vs: Dynasty a n d Disfiater , •^olin H. Davis 10/20/95 

Tills is a dishonest bofjk by a dishonest mtm; a vicious bo- lc by a vioious nan; 
an ugly book by th:» uglietjrt of men# It is a book of hatred by who liates almost all 

others, other than himself and who seeks to hide Ms hatred Mth occasional favorable 
comments about tlien. It is the book of man. twio lias no need of fact 2 Uid gives the ap*..'ear- 
ance t,^f bein»i factual* It is the work of epxi who still believs and from time to time says 
in other words that wliat has real value and importance is the social bloe book. Jt is a 
book that is almost as much on Ms family as on the ICennedys, with tho hennedys not 
looking good in cor.'.parison* ^t is also tho cij^eless book or man so involved in him- 
self and tho beliefs and prd^Juducies w5.th wMch he began tha^ he does no realize what 
he is saying# An example of tMs is Ms looking down on th«) Kennodys because the 
began in tho country Mth a cooper who became a modedff success as a saloon-keeper,# ^^e 
contrasts tMs with tho Douviorj, who began Mth a cabinet make who had supported 
^^apoloon and had had to flee# The cabinet make, got to be wealthy by successful gambling 
in property' ho acquired# Tliat mhde him v/ealtliy. Many years befor tKc first ifeimedy got 
her^ But those v/ho followed him v/ho also gaiiibled, on Wall Street, got to be wealthy 
frto thai and become blue-book society* Joe Kennedy , v/ho had also grov/n wealthy that 
way, hoover led IDR *s successful effort to eliminate some of the V/all Str^^^^r^ooked- 
ness* That diminiihod the BQuvier wealth veiT considerably. (UrLch dimiMshed his^n- 
horijj^ce to very little. Therefore the '^ouviers are victimized and the Kennedys were 
bad,«SSe a traiter to Ms class. 

-h^i'1964 book had been Jaying eiround for some tine* I could not imagine that 

lT±l or I had bought it after ray expo iences with iiim on Ms Mafia ^^^Ingfisb * I thought 
•% 

Jerry ^\ 5 ^ght had ^loaned it to me so at the outset I in^de no marks on it* When - learn- 
ed he had not I did some annotating and Mgiilighting^ but tlicve came tO be so much of that 
i Btopt'*ed it.Tlie words I ur:ed most often in the scant margins of tMs Mc^rabt-IIill paper- 
back along v/itii tiie Mghlighting are **f«lso*' and “lie#** As of the time I v/rlte tMs I*ve 
read most of it and am into ■^obby*s cami)aign for the presidency# If I find sc>* 7 tMng else 
laying around worth reading 1*11 probably not fiMsh tMs^iastiest of nasty boolcs by a 
nasty, very na.'sty, self— inportant xm man v/hose only impirtance comes from Ms being a 
iBouvier# liis first book was Tlie Jouviers# That tliey are worth a book to him says much 
about him# Were it not for the accident tliat JFIC* s wife was a i^ouvier nobody v/ould ever 
have heard of them. And yes, Bavis is vicious and ugly wit'.i her, t o# 

begins with the assumption that all the Kennedys began and remained involved 
in all tho CIk's efforts to kill Castro* To make tiiis seem to be true he uses the opin- 
ionsjof those in the ClA who had no personal laiowledge and had tM^r own asses to cover . 

Of those e^^orts to Icaock ^astro off the one he r-.^tumsii th endlessly is the plot of 
the Kisonh(i3r/Nixon administration to vaie Giancana and Uosselli to get that done* That 
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Davis says over and over again, endlosoiy and rogularly, was a Kennedy plot and ultimat- 
ely led to JFK's assassination. The fact is, as the CIA's records ^ have make absolutely 
clear, that no Kennedy knev; about it.uhen tlie CIA wan compelled to tell its director tlie 
truth it reported to him in the memo I have that it was knovm to only six of relatively 
high rank in the CIA. The CIA found not a single piece of paper on this! If tliere had 
been any.iauthorization of it there would have been, perhaos hidden but somewhere, <t piece 

4 . 

of paper the CIA could ^if necessary^ use in its defense tf there was any kind of flap 
over it. 

•'With all tho knoi-m evidc^nce to the contrary, again depending on those with their 
' pv/n sews to cover- Davis says that the AII/LASII plot to kill ^afitro w^ -lobby's. And this, 
harks back toNj^or and over attain and attributedlthe JI*K assassinatioli to it, too. 
For all the tese£irch for this book, and he lists quite a number as helpimg him, 
had he not begun with sti.'ong *and determined preconeptios and hatred to indulge and. 

A 

validate he could not liave avoide^^ the truth. 

He is big on Ifarlos Mai^Cello as beliind the assassination, in vengeance. lies 

endlessly to nalce this nonexisting case. His attitude tosrd the assassination is that 

of a man writing a garguattan penny-dreadful. Actualities are foreign in this and only 

the t\-:o-dime](iAonal flat-world approach is his. A chop novelist could reasonably be- 

d 

liovo thai; m^ircello via/ ieitLnd the assassination therefore he was. In tijis he actually 
has Perrie a liarcello employee and confidant. He v/as in fact hired by I*iarcello's law- 
yers as tiieir investigator and he did well at that. Byt on tlie details Davis is so 
ignorant he lias Ferric sitting in the courtroom during the tifial when in fact lie was 
in the ud-tnesG^oom in 'zho ©wt he'd be called as a witnes. David has slurring remarks to 
make about FBI SA Hegis Kennedy udtU reg.n^d to •‘^‘errie but he i ;nore5 the fact tliat 
^gis Kennedy was in that vri.tness room with Ferrie and wrote a report saying that that 

I published in 1967> in Oss'/ald in Hew Orleans. VHiich, in 1984, along with ^st Mortem 

* — — 

is not in Davis^ bibliography. 

'^*his is an evil book by a self^iimportant evil man. ^ intends evil from the fisst. 

. 

He twists and distorts and fabricates to indulge his evil. and to the unififornied reader 
he undoubtc'dly succeeds. As an added illustration of how he does tliis he blamo:: the LBJ 
Vi(bt Name escalation on JFK and says tliroughout that all LBJ did was continue JlIC's 
policies. T'his is false and clear IJr, liitli both official documents and dependable recol- 
lections of tlioso v/it A personal kno^.’Aedga ±S proven falae.Or, David also rewrites our 
teagic liiatory to indulge his int^inded evil. 

Vfhich all his research is designed to support. 

I could go on endlessly with this but he and it are not wg^h the time and effort. 

But for those whe do not know I recall some of ray dealings with him on J[is bad 
book, tJlfia 
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I then know no thine about him. ^ phoned, and in tho end his phonccinlls took 
nucli of my time, Wiontint; sccess to ny records, implying tiiat bocaase he is v/hat he thinks 
^ is i should do that v/ork for iiim# I told liim X had little access to those records 
myne^ but if hw desired I*d see if I could get a Hood studv.-nt to flo tliat for him# He 
wanted that and I got iimy Stevens, tlien in her last year, to v/ork for him. *^t took me 
uuch time to cue her in anu then to answer her qutiStions and tell lier .»iiere to look# 

I have no idea what she copied for Iiim, never having looked at any of it or liavingyiaked 
her# She spent muadi of her^ienior yc3ar doiNg tliis for liim. in the end a few only copies, 
originals, some carbon copies, disappoared# It took enormous effort to get any cf tliat 
back aftdr his book v/as out and i never did get all of it. His explanation, sat|U 5 - 
factory to liim, he being as important as he conceives, is that he was too busy to go 
over the tocdtI^ he hiid and return them# it iiap^jens tliat v/hat is missing is v/liat makes 
of him the consummate bastard he is in that book, about me# 

^ managed to issue some bad cliecksi to Amy an to me# /fe blamed tliat on his bank! 
He spent quite a^iit of time arguing v/ith me on the phone about his preconcep- 
tions tliat to liim weKe real as soon as they popped into his mind# 

It ^eems tliat what" he li 4 d ^my doing is looking for the crazy, ir.*esp.>nsible 
stufi the IDI paxd no attention to and liad no suppoi*t at all, tlie one— source iitiaginings 
of those seekuig attention, He did use wliat lias no credibility at all as tiifiugh it was the 
most solid of evidence because c ould^^^is t^ it to support his preconception# 

AAdien the bock was it/ lie neeSed a peg for wliat was not true, that 

liarcello had a great and an all consuming interC^t ia these FBI records supposedly on 
liim, wliat Jirty Davis did was make up a defamatory lie# Having described the late Jack 
WasserLian, one of the country's outstanding immigration lawyers, as the top mafia lai^er, 
Davis made up and saij tli£cf’ i^asserman liad spent much of a summerVor perhaps a longer 
time ) "I'umma^xng though files for ^^arcello# In fact Wasserman was n^ver liere and we 
never ever mot. H© never expressed any interest in any of those records. I wrote ari^ 
asked him about some. One letter of the tliree of^ four in all in that file is his letter 
to mo that Da Vis had in v/hicirSie^s explicit in stating that G# Wray Gill, one of 
liarcello* 3 many lav/yers, asked Wassenaan, the ciiief lav/yer on that immigratuon CGse, 
for autliority to hi. *6 Ferrie to do some investigationg, as he had done for Gill, »;hose 
efiice he could and did use as liis oi/n# ' onl^,^ after Vfasserman agreed tliat Gill, 

not ^•^cello, hired *^eirie# Ferrie worloed for the lawyers, not for harcello# There is 
no reason to believe that orrie had any iiersonal relationship of any kind with ^'^arcello# 

yrrote Davis an his publisher asking that tliis complete frabrication that 
defamed me be reiaoved from any other printing and for a long time was merely stonev/allsd# 

It v/as indispiensible in Davis's crooked book because it vfas the only indication in it of 
an-^*‘arcello interest in the \s3assination or in any assassination records, Whici, ho 
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OCtofiLliave gotten by a siiapje POI^ request, all having been disclosed a^iyv/ay# his 
lav/yers could ioave. If he bad an:,’’ interest tliat need not have ini^lved mo, as is ob- 
vious. So I>avi\ mde his famation up and hangs nuch of ids book on it* 

in the end they did agree to withdraw tliat from the paperback reprint* But 
Davis vjos so m^ch in a huff about said he would elRminate all references to me* 

Moaning in Ids bibliography in .particular! 

That did not bouhor me a bit, but I report tids to Iiave the man describe laiinself* 
I* VO nevrr’jEjhecIcwd to fee what he did and did not do# I don*t even know if there 
was a second printiiig of tho liarclbaclc# The distended damage was done in the first hardback 

copy* It can forvoj?© be quoted By the comimtg ^^oim Davises in their assassination revis- 

* 

ionism and there is nothin^: th-.t can bo done about it* 

£fomo to tliink of it, makes nasty cracks about JFK’s personal life, not 

vdtliout basis and not without exaggeration* But when ^ny v:as in New York the year she 

v/orlced for 1dm and he invit^4 Ner to lunch, with him was the Asian woman with whom he 

vi‘ 

lived. In his Kennedy book ho refers to his uife as ‘liancy.^Not an Asian name. 

To C£ill tide man a svdne is to dofaine pigs* 

is the natural successor to tlu^ Bouviers vmo ripped people off from V/all 
Street but he is worse, he rips their minds off* 

SSK ^ spends mucli time on tho assassination, revadting it to suit pre- 

conceptions, and all of it is in tvjo:iri3 of a IdLckback assassination, mafia, Castro or both# 
Some is not even tx/o-dimensional# He made it up* 

Can anyone imagine tlia'i; tlu mafia would use a duffer, a man nov/ known to have 
fired any weapon in many years and never more than a d;^fer in the military, as an 
assassin v/hen all the professional Idlldrs were available to it? 

Or that, from the evidence, Csx/ald could have done it? 

Davis’s Mblio# lists my first four V/hitewfish bocks only on mine* But in the 
first, Ifliutev/ash the official evidence could not be more overwhleming on the absiblute 
impossibility of Oswald having;; been tlic assassin* Davis also conments favorably on my 
books in his text* Tlds is to soy tliat ha r.*ad them and that he knew# 
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